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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on 12/15/2005. 
Claims 1-29 are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 2/19/2002 has been 
considered by the Examiner as previously indicated in prior Office Action. However, 
even thought Examiner has not indicated in the prior Office Action that the IDS 
submitted on 5/3/2002 has been considered, the form has been inadvertently initialized 
and returned to the Applicant. The non patent literature document that is indicated in 
the IDS submitted on 5/3/2002, "No Access for Unauthorized" by Daniel Trepline and 
Edelgard Ebertain, Personal Computer No. 4, 4/90, has not been considered because 
the document submitted is not in English language. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicants arguments with respect to amended claims 1 , 12-14, 23 and 25-27 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-29 arerejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Brown et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication (U.S. 2003/0061288 A1, 

hereinafter Brown) in view of Kurowski et al. (U.S. Patent No. 2002/0019844, 

hereinafter Kurowski). 

In respect to claim 1 , Brown discloses method comprising: 
establishing an authenticated session with a client; receiving a request from the client; 
determining whether the session is still authenticated, in an event that the session is 
authenticated, processing the client request (see Brown, Fig. 4 and page 3, [0028]- 
[0030], re-authentication is inherently required in order for the request to be processed 
since each time a request is made,' the server check to see if the client is authenticated 
[0029]). Brown does not disclose in an event that the session is no longer 
authenticated, persisting the request from the client as a pending request. However, 
Kurowski et al. discloses storing any commands for the task server in a persistent 
queue if the network connection is down and when a connection is reestablished, go 
through the persistent queue and send the commands to the task server that are 
pending there (see Kurowski, page 18, [0241]). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the 
teaching of Brown ['028]'s authenticating client and checking if client still being 
authenticated before processing client request with Kurowski's persistently storing 
command to the task server if the connection is down and process the command after 
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the connection is reestablished to protect ensure command sent to the server to be 
processed would not be lost when the network is down. 

In respect to claim 2, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 1 
wherein the determining comprises verifying an authentication token associated with the 
client (see Brown, page 2, [0021]). 

In respect to claim 3, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 2 
wherein the verifying comprises verifying that the authentication token has not timed out 
(see Brown, page 3, [0030]). 

In respect to claim 5, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 2 
wherein the authentication token is part of the request received from the client (see 
Brown, page 2, [0021]). 

In respect to claim 6, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 2 
wherein the authentication token is encrypted (see Brown, page 1, [0010]. 

In respect to claim 7, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 1 
wherein persisting the request comprises storing the request in a file (see Kurowski, 
page 18, [0241]). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/081 ,755 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2134 

In respect to claim 8, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 1 
wherein persisting the request comprises storing the request in a database (see 
Kurowski, page 18, [0241]). 

In respect to claim 9, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 1 further 
comprising, after persisting the request, directing the client to authenticate the session. 

In respect to claim 10, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 9 
wherein directing the client to authenticate the session comprises: 

Directing the client to a login module; and directing the client to an address 
(see Brown, page 3, [0029]). 

In respect to claim 1 1 , Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 1 0 
wherein the address associated with the pending request is a URL (see Kurowski, page 
18, [0241]). 

In respect to claims 12, 13, 18, 22, 23 and 25-27, the claimed limitations are 
similar to claim 1. Therefore, claims 12, 13, 18, 22, 23 and 25-27 are rejected based on 
the similar rationale. 

In respect to claim 14, Brown and Kurowski disclose the system of claim 13 
further comprising an authentication redirect generator configured to generate an 
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instruction to redirect the client to obtain re-authorization (see Brown, page 18, [0029- 
[0030], reauthentication is inherently required when the server query to see if the client 
is authenticated before processing a request). 

In respect to claims 15-17, claimed limitations are similar to claims 2, 11 and 13. 
Therefore, claims 15-17 are rejected based on the similar rationale. 

In respect to claims 19 and 20, the claimed limitations are system claims that 
are similar to method claims 3 and 8. Therefore, claims 19 and 20 are rejected based 
on the similar rationale. 

In respect to claim 20, Brown and Kurowski disclose the system of claim 18 
wherein the authentication redirect generator is further configured to direct the client to 
access the request that is stored (see Brown, page 3, [0030]). 

In respect to claim 28, the claimed limitation is similar to claim 14. Therefore, 
claim 28 is rejected based on the similar rationale. 

In respect to claim 29, the claimed limitation is similar to claim 20. Therefore, 
claim 29 is rejected based on the similar rationale. 
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5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brown 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication, 2003/0061288) in view of Kurowski et al. (U.S. 
Patent Applicant Publication 2002/0019844) and further in view of Polizzi et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 2002/0023122). 

In respect to claim 4, Brown and Kurowski disclose the method of claim 2. 
Brown and Kurowski do not disclose wherein the authentication token is a cookie stored 
by the client. However, Polizzi discloses cookie based authentication for web log in 
access (see Polizzi, page 10, [0074]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement cookie based 
authentication taught by Polizzi with Brown's Kurowski's web services and storing 
persistent request for the benefit of using authentication cookie cached in client's 
system while client is in session. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tongoc Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3843. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jacques Louis-Jacques can be reached on (571) 272-6962. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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